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Introduction
While reading interviews conducted by Sarah Schulman for the AIDS Coalition to
Unleash Power’s (ACT UP) oral history project, I found a quotation from former member David
Barr. This portion of the interview discussed ACT UP’s protest against the Archdiocese of the
Catholic Church in New York City. The action was controversial because ACT UP wanted to
attract new members, and wondered if protesting during a Catholic mass was appropriate. Barr
said the demonstration went ahead because “personal expression of one’s anger was more
important than a strategy change to policy” (Barr 2007). That sentence piqued my interest; while
researching the AIDS epidemic in the United States (US) over the summer, ACT UP’s
unapologetic, seething anger towards individuals and institutions was prominent in almost all the
primary sources I accessed and analyzed. ACT UP members turned their anger towards each
other frequently, and almost with the same animosity the organization had towards President
Ronald Reagan or the National Institute of Health (NIH).
The central question for my thesis is: How much can activism be fueled by anger, and
how can that anger lead to a movement’s destruction? Anger is an effective catalyst for a
movement; However, if a movement fails to change its goals to adapt to a shifting political
climate, and if activists begin to turn their anger on each other, then the movement will decline
and collective action will cease.
First, I will provide a brief review of the academic literature on the study of emotions in
social movements followed by relevant definitions in the social movement field. Next, I will
provide background information on ACT UP’s founding, its structure as a grassroots
organization, and its major actions, as well as contextualize the group within the history of
Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, and Queer (LGBTQ) movements in the United States. I
will then examine how an identity-oriented social movement emerges, and how ACT UP,
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specifically, used its actions to critique the US government and to educate the public on AIDS
transmission. The analysis section follows with a discussion of how ACT UP employed two
subsets of anger--indignation and disgust--to shift the discourse on AIDS.
I argue that those emotions led to ACT UP’s demise as the organization fractured after
its controversial responses to routine opposition and failure to adapt to a changing political
context. This led to members to turn their disgust and indignation towards each other and
eventually led to the movement’s decline. The paper also has a short section on how a synthesis
of network approaches and agentic approaches in social movements best explain a movement’s
emergence. However, the decline of social movements are best explained by only using an
agentic approach. The paper concludes with whether these findings can be applicable to other
contemporary social movements (e.g. #BlackLivesMatter), and what new research in the field of
emotions in social movements can offer with its commentary.

Methods
This thesis will use process tracing methods to answer the central question through a
qualitative evaluation of primary and secondary sources. Process tracing is defined by David
Collier as, “the systematic examination of diagnostic evidence selected and analyzed in light of
research questions and hypotheses posed by the investigator'' (2011). It is unique for analyzing
sources because it examines multiple points in history within a case study to see if there is a
pattern among events, and if not, what were the circumstances that caused change. The primary
sources used for this thesis are interviews conducted throughout the 2000s and 2010s with
former members of ACT UP by Sarah Schulman and collected at actuporalhistory.org/interviews .
The secondary sources are scholarly articles and peer reviewed sources on topics relevant to
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emotion in social movements, resource mobilization, and the history and severity of the AIDS
crisis.

Background
The study of emotions in social movements can be traced back to Classic Judeo-Christian
intellectuals who associated reason and the mind with those in power while emotions and the
body were associated with the powerless, discontented masses (Ost 2004). The prominence of
this school of thought fluctuated throughout the centuries, but the events of World War I and
World War II further hardened academics resolve to leave emotions behind in research in favor
of rationality because emotional commitment was now equated with war and the chaotic years
preceding it (Ost 2004). As Joseph Schumpeter wrote in Capitalism, Socialism, and Democracy,
...democracy is about self control over emotions, and involves voluntary subordination.
Citizens must understand the division of labor between themselves and the government,
and once people elect politicians, ‘political action is his business, not theirs’ (Ost 2004
232).
In the US, the Civil Rights Movement of the 1960s, with its energetic protests sparked by anger,
fear, hope, and commitment forced a conversation about emotions in social movements, yet
mainstream academics were reluctant to accept this idea (Ost 2004).
American scholars championed Resource Mobilization Theory, which focuses on how
individual actors mobilize their time and money in a social movement in order to organize better
(Ost, 2004). This theory also argues that actors in social movements engage in rational choice by
deciding to fight smaller, more manageable battles instead of bigger ones. Rationality was
counterposed to emotions, which were considered the “embarrassing” side of the dichotomy
(Ost, 2004). Scholars in the 1970s also ignored the emotional dimensions of activism, and
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instead developed models of protest as normal political behavior and protestors as rational actors
in pursuit of reasonable goals (Gould 2009).
What was missing in the study of emotions was a way to incorporate emotional insights
into a broader theory of action. Feminist scholars began to push for models that depicted humans
as emotionally connected to others inspired by the paradigm of nurturing family ties (Jasper
2004). Eventually, scholars began to focus on the emotions and culture surrounding social
movements after experiencing dissatisfaction with Political Process Theory, which also
emphasized the idea of rational actors, but believed that social movements emerged because of
windows of opportunity (also known as opportunity structure) (McAdam et al 1996). Cultural
Constructionism, evolving from these debates, suggested that “emotions are part of culture
alongside cognitions and morality” and highlighted the rhetorical and performative work that
activists do to construct responsibilities as moral shocks that draw people into social movements
(Jasper 2011, 144). This type of work is described as emotion work, which as defined by Arlie
Hoschild is “an attempt to alter one's emotions, and to evoke or heighten or suppress a feeling”
(Gould 2009).
Network approaches in particular argue that social movements appear because of
pre-existing organizations, social ties, or dense networks of connections (McAdam et al 1996).
This was a challenge to previous ideas of rational, self interested actors, which were made well
known by the economist Mancur Olson in his book The Logic of Collective Action. Network
approaches argue that these connections are preconditions to recruitment, which supports the
idea that the structural conditions within a movement explain emergence (McAdam et al 1996).
With the AIDS movement, there were pre-existing organizations such as Gay Men’s Health
Crisis (GMHC) and the Lavender Hill Mob. Because there was already a network of Gay and
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Lesbian organizations in New York City as well as San Francisco, it made sense that the AIDS
movement emerged and flourished the most in those cities. There were also new organizations
that would form over the course of the 1980s and 1990s (e.g., Sex Panic!), as well as new
alliances [e.g. ACT UP partnering with Women’s Health Action Mobilization (WHAM) for their
Stop the Church action].
There are also explanations in social movement emergence rooted in agency, which is the
belief that despite the structural conditions of a society, a person chooses to stand up and say,
“What is happening is wrong” (McAdam et al 1996). These agentic explanations study social
movements from the ground up, and the best agentic explanation for ACT UP’s trajectory as a
social movement is framing. Framing is defined as the power to define a movement, its goals, its
opponents, and the issues at stake (McAdam et al 1996). Framing fits in well with the studies of
emotions in social movements because it focuses on emerging, establishing goals, and the
labeling of opponents, all of which stem from the emotions that fuel a movement.
When asking why people protest and how social movements are created, Political Process
Theory, Resource Mobilization, and Network Approaches are often cited. According to authors
Doug McAdam, John McCarthy, and Mayer Zald (1996), these three terms are categorized as
Advanced Structural Explorations, which is when large, systemic forces create windows of
opportunity for social movements to develop. These include shifts in politics, history, and the
economic structure.
In this case study, the emotion that defines ACT UP as a movement is anger. In the study
of emotions in social movements, anger is defined as a reflex emotion which “arises suddenly,
process[es] information quicker, [allows] us to respond more immediately, [has] the potential to
cause irrational actions but [also makes us] more alert and focused on the problem at hand and
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therefore more rational” (Goodwin et al 2004, 416). Yet because anger is associated with
irrationality, it carries a stigma. It is an emotion that belongs to “the other” in society or the
marginalized because it is used to disrupt business as usual within a society.
Indignation is defined as a specific type of anger that things are not the way they should
be (Jasper 2014). It is also classified as a moral emotion, with feelings of approval or disapproval
based on intuition or principles (a gut feeling that something is right or wrong). Disgust is
defined as a feeling of aversion (Jasper 2014), and it “rests on the notion that the other is
contaminated and (in)human…” and it “makes relations of mutual respect impossible” (Goodwin
et al. 2004, 423). It is classified as a stable, long-term emotion that is the counterpart of
admiration (Jasper 2011). Disgust is also still associated with powerless groups throughout
history, creating a perception of disgust as a dangerous emotion (Goodwin et al 2004).
Case Study: ACT UP
The Western Gay Rights movement can be traced back to Europe at the start of 20th
century, but the movement grew in prominence during the 1960s (Linde 2017). The organizing
principle for the Gay Rights Movement in the US were the Stonewall Riots in 1969 during a
police raid of a New York City gay bar (Linde 2017). Most gay activists in the US already
participated in the Civil Rights movement of the 1950s and 1960s, as well as the women’s rights
movement of the 1970s (Shepherd 2015). As the US Gay Rights movement continued into the
1970s, the primary goal of activists was to obtain “gay inclusion into the system as it stood, with
only the adjustments necessary to ensure equal treatment” (Gould 2002), so at this time political
action was taken through lobbying and community service provision; confrontational street
activism was perceived as a tactic to be avoided because it would reduce the likelihood of
acceptance by mainstream society. There were also arguments between gay men and lesbians as
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to what issues to focus on because lesbians wanted to integrate feminisim into the gay rights
movement, while gay men wanted to focus on fostering social life and promoting privacy rights
(Harney 1999).
The emergence of AIDS in the United States saw lesbians and gay men coming together
to create a “shared queer identity” (Linde 2017, 4). On July 6, 1981, Cable News Network
(CNN) reported “a rare and deadly form of cancer” occurring in homosexual men, which caused
them to contract ailments not normally associated with their age group such as pneumonia or
sarcoma (CNN 2016). The earliest name for the disease was Gay Related Immune Deficiency
(GRID) (Carlomusto 2002). GRID was not considered to be contagious, until 1982 when the
CDC reported that this mysterious disease triggered an epidemic (CNN 2016). Further reporting
showed the disease was now manifesting in Hatian refugees and hemophiliacs (Barnes 1987).
By this time, GRID had been renamed Acquired Immune Deficiency Syndrome (AIDS).
In 1984, US Department of Health and Human Services Secretary Margaret Heckler reported the
existence of a virus called the Human Immunodeficiency Virus (HIV) which attacked T4 cells in
the immune system, and could lead to a person contracting AIDS (CNN 2016). Over time, the
most vulnerable groups were still gay men and hemophiliacs, but 4 percent of Persons with
AIDS (PWAs) were heterosexuals, and 70 percent of those cases emerged in introvenous drug
users (Barnes 1987). AIDS also severely affected communities of color, with Black and Latina
women composing a large majority of cumulative AIDS cases at one point (Stevens et al, 1999),
and the risk among Black men for contracting AIDS was a 1 in 210 to a 1 in 350 chance per year
(Barnes, 1987).
On March 10th, 1987, Larry Kramer delivered a speech at the New York Lesbian and
Gay Center where he asked half the room to stand up, saying that they would be dead within a
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year (Finklestein 2010). Two days later, ACT UP was founded and began to meet at Cooper’s
Union in New York City. The primary mission of ACT UP was to “get drugs into bodies” by
lowering the price of Azidothymidine (AZT) (Hubbard 2012). They focused all their efforts on
the Food and Drug Administration (FDA), the NIH, and the Center for Disease Control (CDC).
They also targeted the Reagan and Bush Administrations for their silence on the epidemic. ACT
UP was known for their omnipresent anger in their demonstrations, including Stop the Church in
New York, Target City Hall, and art and posters created by Gran Fury. As ACT UP wrote in their
pamphlet “Queers Read This,”
I’m angry. I’m angry for being condemned to death by strangers saying, ‘You deserve to
die’ and ‘AIDS is the cure’...If this disease doesn’t kill me, I may just die of frustration
(Anonymous, 1990)
ACT UP continued to protest through public demonstrations such as attending a Mets game at
Shea Stadium and posting AIDS statistics on the game scoreboard, and even occupying Grand
Central Station to protest attention given to the war in Iraq instead of the AIDS epidemic.
ACT UP’s framing of the AIDS epidemic was crucial to its early successes because they
identified the problem of people dying from AIDS as a result of the government’s apathy and
negligence about helping the sick, and they were able to reframe the debate by taking the shame
directed at lesbians and gay men and turn those feelings against their oppressors. This created a
fiery, passionate rhetoric that not everyone liked, but it was rhetoric that made everyone listen
and helped ACT UP grow in relevance in the 1980s and 1990s.
According to Larry Kramer, the structure of ACT UP was designed to be anarchical in
contrast to GMHC. Kramer did not approve of having to answer to a board when he wanted to
criticize or push back against New York city mayor Ed Koch. When ACT UP formed, all ideas
were presented to the group and there were no job descriptions that needed approval. Yet even
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without a board of directors or power concentrated in one, central figure, there were still
hierarchies in place. ACT UP divided its work into affinity groups, a concept that stemmed from
the civil rights and women’s movements in the US where there are smaller groups that compose
a collective whole (Hubbard 2012). The purpose of affinity groups is to create a structure that
ensures members are safe and that information is protected. Examples of affinity groups in ACT
UP included the Majority Actions Committee (PWAs of color), the Candelabras (took action
against the FDA), the Box Tops (housing for PWAs), and Damned Interfering Video
Activists-Television (DIVA- TV) (counter-surveillance).
There were also caucuses such as the Latino Caucus or Asain and Pacific Islander (API)
Caucus who were viewed differently than committees or affinity groups (O’Dwyer 2015). With
so many little hierarchies in an allegedly anarchical movement, “you can only run a
participatory democracy with 1,000 people in the room for so long, and it just begins to
unravel” (Barr 2007, 64).
Prior to ACT UP’s founding in 1987, GMHC was the most prominent organization
lobbying for an increase in funds towards AIDS Research and services. When ACT UP formed,
their primary focus was lowering the cost of AZT and demanding the expansion of drug trials.
This remained at the forefront of the AIDS movement until the price of AZT was lowered by
Burroughs Wellcome in 1989 (Hubbard 2012). There was also a focus on education about the
spread of AIDS and how it manifests in groups other than gay men (e.g. heterosexual women
and people of color). Then from 1989 to 1990, ACT UP intensified its attacks on institutions,
including the CDC, the NIH, the HHS, and the Catholic Church. The objective of attacking
scientific and religious institutions was to expand the definition of AIDS to include women, as
will be discussed in more detail below. The targeting of the Catholic Church (particularly the
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New York Archdiocese) was to force them to acknowledge their role in enabling President
Reagan by sitting on his AIDS committee and further stigmatizing PWAs, and their opposition
to condom distribution and sex education to prevent more cases.
The early 1990s saw ACT UP focus primarily on local domestic issues such as obtaining
housing for PWAs in New York, but they also tackled national issues such as ensuring AIDS
was addressed during the 1992 presidential campaign. As for global issues, ACT UP staged a
protest against the Gulf War in Iraq to say that the US could not possibly enter a foreign war
when too many Americans were dying at home. After the presidential election of 1992, ACT
UP’s work slowed and eventually stopped, with them engaging in few actions and mostly
coming together to celebrate the anniversaries of ACT UP’s creation.
According to Jeff Goodwin and James Jasper, “People create social movements that
push to solve a problem that others are not attuned to, forcing the establishment to confront new
fears and desires” (Goodwin et al 2009, 4). When the first case of AIDS was diagnosed in the
United States in 1981, President Ronald Regan remained silent. From 1981 to 1985, there were
81,604 known cases in the United States, and by 1986, 1 in every 250 people were infected with
HIV. Reagan’s first speech on AIDS was not until a year later during a benefit for American
Foundation on AIDS Research (AmFAR), and his discourse on AIDS afterwards framed the
disease as a moral issue. If a person wanted to succeed in Reagan’s America, they achieved
prosperity by acting in an appropriate manner consistent with conservative, Christian
fundamentalist values (McKinney et al 1999). In the President’s mind, advocating morality was
the best way to deal with a disease he saw as the moral scourge of homosexuals, drug users, and
prostitutes.
In response to this negligence and an increasing death toll, ACT UP formed as an
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identity-oriented movement, or a movement that tries to realize goals partly within their own
activities. The organization sought to transform dominant cultural patterns by employing
expressive tactics, which can be traced back to the early days of the gay liberation movement in
the 1960s and 1970s where protests were more flamboyant and confrontational. This signaled a
shift from seeking acceptance in a heteronormative society to “a defiant edge of separatism”
(Gamson 2009). ACT UP’s approach to identity politics can be summed up in this quotation
from Jasper: “We do not organize simply to pursue our material interests, but to help those we
love and punish those we hate” (Goodwin et al 2004, 418).
ACT UP used identity as a critique of the values, categories, and practices of the
dominant culture. This is best seen in their work to give women with AIDS access to clinical
trials and their campaign to have the CDC change the definition of AIDS. The push for a
response to the plight of women began with lesbian activists who saw the medical establishment
ignoring their concerns (Harney 1999). To address clinical trials, ACT UP’s AIDS Clinical Trial
Group (ACTG) collected information on entry criteria for participants (Long 2003).
ACTG’s research found that most women were excluded from clinical trials because the
FDA believed that hormonal cycles in women would alter the results (Long 2003). Also, if a
woman had “child bearing potential” (meaning if a woman still menstruated regularly), they
were rejected immediately (Cole 2008). This was particularly worrying because women with
AIDS were diagnosed much later than men, resulting in shorter survival periods.1 This meant
that while women were dying, men might suddenly have access to a trial with a drug that could
ease their pain or even cure AIDS. This was a glaring instance of sex discrimination.
The “child bearing potential” restriction was also not just used in AIDS clinical trials, this was
used for all clinical trials even for diseases such as cancer. When confronted, virologist Anthony
Fauci admitted that at the time, women had not participated in a clinical trial for 30 years (Cole
2008).
1
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Another example of discrimination was the clinical trial 076 in 1991, where a placebo
test was conducted on pregnant women to study how AZT prevented the fetal transmission of
HIV (Barr 2007). Not only did this alarm activists because of safety concerns, it was also a bitter
reminder of how women’s healthcare was a largely ignored topic unless it was within the context
of childbirth (Wolfe 2004). On May 21 1990, AIDS activists stormed the NIH and demanded an
end to the underrepresentation of women and women of color in AIDS research. A meeting was
finally held in December of 1990, with the National Institute for Allergies and Infectious
Diseases (NIAID) hosting the first National Conference on Women and HIV. Clinical trials were
discussed, along with a new proposal for the CDC to expand its definition of AIDS to include
women.
The problem with the exclusion of women from the CDC definition was that women
were labeled as persons with HIV and not PWAs. PWAs were the only patients who could
receive social security benefits, so women were dying before they could qualify. ACT UP filed a
lawsuit against the NIH, and combined with demonstrations, bureaucrats caved to the pressure.
The definition was expanded in 1993 to include cervical cancer, bacterial pneumonia, pulmonary
TB, and a 200T cell count (which was pushed by many HIV positive men and women because a
lot of people would be included) (McGovern 2007). The Social Security requirements were
subsequently expanded in 1994 (McGovern 2007). Yet outside of interviews with their members,
ACT UP’s role in changing the definition and democratizing clinical trials is barely mentioned. If
ACT UP had not been relentless, the scientific process would not have sped up, and any potential
action would be obstructed by government scientists’ red tape.
Activists also used identity for education, challenging the dominant culture’s perceptions
of the minority. A CDC report published in 1996 stated that women were the fastest growing
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demographic of HIV and AIDS cases in the United States, with over 78,000 cumulative cases
reported in adult women and adolescents (Stevens et al 1999). Over half these cases were
attributed to intravenous drug use or having sexual intercourse with an intravenous drug user
(Donovan 1999). Yet these statistics were not as well known during the 1980s, and women with
AIDS were erased in most reports from the CDC and the FDA. This was a myth perpetuated in
American media--with an article published in Cosmopolitan magazine in 1988--that falsely
claimed that heterosexual women could not contract HIV/AIDS (Cole 2008). This myth was
enabled by women’s lack of access to clinical trials and their exclusion from the CDC definition
of AIDS.
ACT UP also used their confrontational tactics to educate on other issues. One of their
biggest efforts was the action at Shea Stadium in the spring of 1988. Activists held signs
advocating for safe sex (e.g., “No Glove No Love”, “Strike Out AIDS” Thistlethwaite, 2013) and
even had messages displayed on the stadium’s LED screen (Levine 2010). One particular affinity
group that assisted in educating and shocking the public was Gran Fury, who joined ACT UP and
made provocative posters such as “Silence = Death,” “Enjoy AZT,” “Read My Lips,”
“AIDSgate,” “AIDS Crisis,” “Men Use Condoms or Beat It,” “Know Your Scumbags,” “Riot,”
and “Women Don’t Get AIDS, They Just Die From It.” See the Appendix for examples of this
art. There was also DIVA-TV, who conducted interviews with ACT UP members, and created
films such as (In)visible Women: about HIV positive women to dispel the myth that women
couldn’t contract HIV (Lance 2012)
ACT UP had a strong emotional foundation to start, but it may not have been enough
to sustain their movement. According to Mary Bernstein,
If the movement faces organized opposition from outside the political establishment
and if the movement is led by narrowed, exclusive focused groups uninterested in
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movement building, the movement may split with some groups emphasizing
differences and community building while exclusive groups continue to emphasize
sameness and narrowly focused policy change (Bernstein 2009, 269).
In other words, if a movement tries to combat opposition while it refuses to grow so as to
overcome external obstacles, the movement will fall apart as activists debate over what the best
course of action is to take. ACT UP faced opposition from organizations that can be categorized
as routine opposition, or those who are able to keep attacking a movement because they have
support from policy makers and political officials (Bernstein 2009).
During the AIDS epidemic, the strongest routine opposition came from the Catholic
Church, and specifically from the archdiocese of New York led by Cardinal Joseph O’Connor.
During the Reagan administration, O’Connor was appointed to be a member of the National
Commission on AIDS to make policy recommendations to the three branches of the federal
government (Lance 2012). At the same time, O’Connor used the pulpit to make political
statements, such as denouncing the Rainbow Coalition for teaching children tolerance towards
gay people (Mendolina 2008), and for saying about AIDS patients, “When people live a morally
reprehensible lifestyle, it should not be surprising that they become the objects of physical
violence” (Lance 2012, 28).
In response, ACT UP organized an action called Stop the Church on December 10th
1989, intending for protestors to picket outside the mass. However, a few activists who entered
the church held a die in by laying in the aisles, some started shouting over the homily, and one
activist spat out the eucharist and smashed it into the floor. In interviews with ACT UP members,
opinions on how successful Stop the Church was were mixed. On one hand, over 5,000 people
arrived on the day of the action, and other activist groups such as WHAM joined because similar
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to the AIDS movement, WHAM protested the church’s teachings about a person’s rights to their
own body and health (Hubbard 2012).
The Stop the Church action also occured in the middle of a debate about a hospice for
AIDS patients opened by the Church, despite opposing condoms and sex education (Mendolina
2008). As Larry Kramer stated, “They’re afraid of us now. That’s the best thing that could have
ever have happened to us. And it’s true” (Hubbard 2012). However, there was a lot of push back.
Many activists felt that the dramatic performance at the Catholic Church disincentivized groups
ACT UP worked so hard to recruit (e.g. Chrisitian people of color). Others felt that the original
message of protesting O’Connor was lost, and now there was a perception that ACT UP was
protesting Catholic worship. As activist Peter Staley explained to Rolling Stone magazine,
The church action revealed act up’s biggest ‘pitfall’: sheer unguided, spontaneous
anger...the lack of control is an aspect that makes some feel liberated, others frightened;
any single member’s actions can and will be attributed to the group. This is one reason
many of the original founders, frustrated and burned out, are no longer active members.
‘If we can’t strategize, we’re lost’ (Handelman 1990).
Stop the Church exposed a division that was percolating through ACT UP between those who
wanted to keep using polarizing, defiant tactics and those who wanted to recruit more activists.
The tension erupted in the early 1990s, shortly after Bill Clinton was elected the 42nd President
of the United States in 1993. In ACT UP, a split formed at this faultline and can be attributed to a
shift from a strategy oriented movement to an identity oriented movement.
Along with government officials and bureaucratic institutions, ACT UP encountered
obstacles from other grassroots organizations. While they disagreed with more radical
organizations such as Sex Panic! (which campaigned for sexual liberation and championed
anti-promiscuity) the organization with which they had the most conflict was the GMHC based
in New York City. GMHC was labeled as more conservative than most gay and lesbian groups,
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and was considered part of the “AIDS establishment.” For example, in the 1990s the CDC and
the US Department of Health wanted US states to report the names of all persons living with
HIV. ACT UP argued this was dangerous because people would not want to out themselves as
HIV positive, and if their name was on this list, they would be less likely to seek treatment.
When GMHC supported the CDC’s proposal, ACT UP was enraged because they saw it as a
cheap money grab. However, this was unsurprising to some as GMHC was the AIDS
organization the US government communicated with most frequently (Craig 2008).
ACT UP also dismissed GMHC because they disapproved of the organization’s tactics.
Larry Kramer perceived GMHC as “the Red Cross” due to the organizations deference to local
government and also a reluctance to protest, picket, or offer legitimate criticism (Kramer 2003).
ACT UP also saw GMHC as a service provider for AIDS patients, and service provision was
embraced by many gay and lesbian activists because it would not threaten their social standing
unlike lobbying and demonstrating (Gould 2002). Because ACT UP preferred to be more
confrontational, there was always a tension between the two groups, and members of ACT UP
were wary of collaboration (Carlomusto 2002).
The political context of the AIDS epidemic shifted when Bill Clinton was elected
President. The previous administrations of Ronald Reagan and George H.W. Bush perceived
AIDS as a punishment for moral deviance. When Clinton was sworn in after 12 years of
presidential inaction on AIDS, there was hope that progress could be made to save lives.
Unfortunately, Clinton’s response to the epidemic was labeled by most academics as ineffective.
According to John Riley, ACT UP never formally endorsed a presidential candidate during the
1992 election, but they were able to schedule a meeting with Clinton to discuss ACT UP’s
agenda for the rest of the decade. When Clinton hired members of ACT UP’s Treatment Action
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Group (TAG) to join his Gay and Lesbian Task force, there was a perception that the gay
community finally had a president in their corner and efforts to change policy could be paused
temporarily (Riley 2013). Thus, ACT UP’s membership declined and its demonstrations and
targeted actions post-1992 decreased. As ACT UP member Sarah Schulman explained, “Now
we’re in a situation where there are no activists. All we have are bureaucracies” (Levine 2010,
51).
In sum, having a President who was more receptive to the needs of PWAs than the
previous administrations caused the ongoing debate about where ACT UP would go from here to
come to the forefront of the organization. The debate created factions within ACT UP that made
it almost impossible for members to organize collectively. Today, ACT UP is still active on
social media and has branches all over the world, but their gatherings are more sporadic.
The deterioration began when activist’s turned their anger on each other. The anger
stemmed from ACT UP’s reluctance to change its goals or address other political issues. Their
core agenda focused on medicine, giving AIDS patients dignity, and acknowledging the primacy
of PWAs. Then, issues such as housing and education were discussed as ACT UP continued to
grow (Barr 2007). Disputes over what new actions should be adopted emerged between members
who were politically active in the past and members who had never joined any sort of
organization with a political agenda before (Craig 2008). Most members who were not politically
active in the past wanted ACT UP to cling to the primary goal of getting medications into bodies,
and often dismissed members who did not share the same viewpoint (e.g. members of ACT UP’s
Holistic and Alternative Treatments Committee) (Fedorko 2012). Members who were politically
active in the past believed that the lack of a sufficient response to the epidemic stemmed from
larger economic and social issues. ACT UP’s Maxine Wolfe stated emphatically:
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“It’s not just about drugs into bodies. It’s about the people whose bodies these drugs could
eventually get into. So the entire spectrum of issues that ACT UP deals with has just
mushroomed” (Hubbard 2012).
ACT UP’s presence at the national level diminished as a result of these disputes.
According to Ann Northrup:
I do think the split had to do with people who were interested in immediately saving their own
lives versus those who had a bigger vision of bigger issues or were interested in saving other
people’s lives, and-to some extent-a misunderstanding between those two groups. I thought it was
quite tragic. I thought it was a complete misunderstanding to think that these were opposite and
exclusive points of view (Hubbard 2012).

Former ACT UP members also agree that burnout caused the movement to decline
quicker. As Jean Carlomusto said in United in Anger, “(The split) came at a time when energy
was low because so many deaths had occurred” (Hubbard, 2012). This could have been
prevented because according to Goodwin and Jasper, “(Organizations) also must offer certain
joys and excitements to get participants to remain in the movement” (Jasper 2009). The biggest
joy and excitement ACT UP fostered (in addition to art) was solidarity and the sense of
community as activists met others who thought the same way they did. But when the movement
began to split as internal disagreements mounted, the community diminished and the work was
no longer gratifying. A possible incentive to stay might have been “the sudden joy of victory
(which provides) a sense of cognitive liberation” (Goodwin et al 2004, 6), but by this time the
need for activism was no longer focused on AIDS in the United States and shifted to the African
continent.

Analysis
In this section, I argue that the emotive framing that assisted ACT UP’s formation led to
its decline. Specifically, the organization declined after its controversial responses to routine
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opposition and failure to adapt to a changing political context. This led to members to turn their
disgust and indignation towards each other and eventually led to the movement’s decline. This is
followed by a discussion of how a synthesis of network approaches and agentic approaches in
social movements best explain a movement’s emergence. However, the decline of social
movements are best explained by only using an agentic approach.
ACT UP experienced indignation towards political leaders and institutions, and they
made their indignation more powerful by coupling it with disgust. Indignation is an
interesting emotion for a social movement to be founded upon because of its classification as
a “moral emotion” (Jasper 2011, 147). The opponents of social movements often believe
themselves to be moral, and that it is the activists who are the amoral ones. The feelings of
approval and disapproval that indignation is rooted in are only to be expressed by those in
power (e.g. politicians and bureaucrats), not those who are seen as powerless. When a
movement voices their indignation, it feels like a societal shift that emerged spontaneously,
not an explosion that was percolating for years or even decades.
Indignation is also powerful fuel for a social movement not just because it can
threaten to upset the balance of power in a society, but because it signals a shift in thinking
and in attitude. ACT UP’s indignation signaled an eagerness to move away from service
provision and also a distaste for assimilation into a heteronormative society. This is just a
small example but it is a powerful one. Here, a marginalized group rejected what society said
is appropriate for them to do as well as how to fit in a world that is determined to keep them
excluded. In the beginning, conforming to society’s expectations is rarely ever done with
willing assent; it is done because no other options have been given. Being forced into a
corner in this way sparks indignation because there’s a gut feeling that what is being done is
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wrong and that it should not have to be this way. So when there is a window of opportunity to
break away from this assigned path, it will be seized up and the indignation will be heard
loud and clear.
With ACT UP, their growing indignation was able to spread through pre-existing
networks. These networks included social ties, gay and lesbian organizations in New York
City, and connections between individuals who participated in the Civil Rights Movement
and the Women’s Movement. This combination of agency (emotive framing of anger) and
structure (pre-existing networks of urban gays and lesbians) best explain ACT UP’s
emergence as a social movement.
Disgust is also an emotion that is “reserved” for the powerful in society to feel
towards “the other” (Goodwin et al 2004). It is a potent emotion that is long lasting, and can
often be used to condemn a group of people as “the other” for decades. It is also often seen in
periods of history classified by pandemics because people need a scapegoat to blame for
people getting sick, providing an excuse for feelings of hatred to reemerge (e.g. homophobia
during the AIDS epidemic, anti-semitism during the Black Plague in Europe, hate crimes
against Asians during the Covid-19 pandemic, etc.). Even when there is no sickness, disgust
is often used to label a group as contaminated and unclean. Because disgust is so venomous,
incorporating disgust into a movement makes activists’ demands harder to avoid.
There are many reasons disgust pairs well with indignation, the first being that disgust
can be redirected in the same way indignation can. It flips the script because disgust is
sometimes described as the counterpart of admiration (Jasper 2011), and there is an
expectation that those who sit at the head of government are supposed to be admired, so it is
rather disarming when those leaders are confronted with the exact opposite. This helps to
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define in no uncertain terms who is against the movement and who is for it. Disgust also
provides a legitimate reason for indignation because it is able to express why activists
approve or disapprove of what is being done. Finally, there is an irony because even though
disgust is an emotion associated with outcasts who are labeled as irrational actors, it has
actually been found that disgust makes individuals more rational by allowing them to process
information quicker, and making a person more alert, which allows them to respond more
immediately (Goodwin et al 2004). While indignation can build over time, disgust prompts
action that is more immediate than building indignation and enables a movement to get off
the ground.
In ACT UP’s case, indignation and disgust went hand in hand because they were
rooted in the same source: grief. Grief as a starting point for emotions in social movements is
not new, and it continues to be a catalyst for contemporary movements such as
#BlackLivesMatter or March for Our Lives. It also gives activists a reason to legitimize their
indignation and disgust because people will not let themselves be shamed while they are
grieving. Whatever they need to do to get through it, be it cry or scream, they will do
regardless of whether or not people approve. It is a tool that can be used to express feelings
that would be trivialized by the majority in normal times as the “other” merely complaining
for attention so it does not need to be taken seriously.
ACT UP forced the government and scientific establishment (e.g. the NIH, CDC, and the
FDA) to listen to their anger by engaging in confrontational tactics, establishing affinity groups,
displaying art, educating through the media, and holding grand demonstrations. It was perfect for
an organization using its identity for critique to confront the values, practices, and categories of
the dominant culture. For most of the AIDS epidemic, disgust was directed by the dominant
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culture towards PWAs because their death was seen as a consequence of sexually deviant
practices. ACT UP redirected shame towards the government for their indifference and
negligence. This paved the way for AIDS activism to become an alternative road for grief, and
saw a return to confrontational street activism after years of suppressing anger in an effort to gain
acceptance. Gould also argues that these emotions were potent enough to sustain ACT UP, and
created a foundation from which ACT UP could develop some of its policies and ideas (Gould
2002).
For social movements, the indignation and disgust that emerge from grief cannot be
satisfied by hoping things will change come the next election when Americans cast their
votes at the ballot box; these emotions demand something more. It demands going out into
the streets and protesting until there is a significant change. Even when changes are made,
such as lowering drug prices or passing legislation, the grief does not fade away. It is always
there. In the case of the AIDS movement, there were many Republican politicians who hoped
that ACT UP would go away and leave them alone, but ACT UP never did. As long as those
in power continue to be negligent, the death toll increases, and the grief worsens. Activists
feel empowered to express indignation at the government’s lack of responsiveness, and the
disgust that no one seems to care about the consequences. When the emotions are being felt
by communities that are present all across the country, the movement starts to gain traction
and spread, growing into a force to be reckoned with.
Because anger is associated with irrationality, it still carries a stigma. It is an emotion
that belongs to “the other” in society because it is used to disrupt business as usual within a
society. But anger is also a unifying force that spurs movements on to collective action. In the
study of social movements, there is an emphasis on reflex emotions (e.g. anger, joy, fear,
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sadness, surprise, etc.). According to Jasper, there is a tendency for academics to label all
emotions as reflex emotions (Jasper 2011). There are two consequences of this: first, this
categorizing exaggerates the intensity of the emotions and how disruptive they are in
day-to-day life. This exaggeration feeds into the second consequence, which is the stigma
that these strong emotions are associated with irrational behavior.
Labeling anger as irrational relates to the prior argument made in the analysis that
anger and its subsets are reserved for the “other,” the marginalized and the oppressed. It is the
other who is demanding change in society while disrupting business as usual, so it is easy to
dismiss them. They are simply angry and therefore irrational, so it is not necessary for those
in power to listen to them. There is also a false sense of security because reflex emotions are
characterized by their ability to arise and dissipate quickly, so there is no need to panic
because these emotions will be gone soon (Goodwin et al 2004). However, as demonstrated
in the first point of analysis, the anger does not go away but it builds and builds until it
eventually explodes.
The most helpful asset anger offers a social movement is fuel for collective action.
Watching the documentary United in Anger: A History of ACT UP, it is amazing to see the
masses of people gathered in a small meeting room at Cooper’s Union in New York, with all
of them champing at the bit and ready to get to work. One reason that this social movement
and others are able to form quickly is because the anger prompts individuals to seek out
others who feel the same as they do. In reading ACT UP interviews, one common expression
was people saying that they could not believe there were people who felt exactly they did.
This shows how powerful shame is when deployed by those in power. It makes the
“other” feel alone and therefore difficult to reach out. If a person is made to feel disgust for
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who they are, they are not going to want to connect with anyone out of fear of rejection or a
sense of unworthiness. This is often why political movements are often seen as “delayed”
because it takes a very long time to overcome those feelings (Gould 2009). Yet when an
occasion arises for individuals who have been stigmatized to meet, the shame decreases as
more and more people make connections. In ACT UP’s case, the shame slowly started to turn
into pride as the organization embraced their defiant separatism and rejected that they had to
fight for approval (Gould 2002). When social movements realize that they do not need
approval to get their work done, that is when the actions start at an almost lightning fast pace,
and a collective identity is formed.
It is important to note that anger is not the sole reason a collective identity emerges, it
just assists in the formation of the collective identity. Joshua Gamson acknowledges that the
emergence and sustainability of collective identity is the subject of research within the study
of social movements. However, collective identity has also been labeled as “the nonrational
expressive residue of the individual, rational pursuit of political gain” (Bernstein 2009, 268),
indicating that this concept is stigmatized because of the anger associated with it. Yet the
study of how collective identity emerges within a group connects to the idea of legitimizing
anger by redirecting it at an opponent. This is through a concept Verta Taylor and Nancy
Whittier called “boundary construction,” or “establishing ‘differences between a challenging
group and dominant groups’” (Bernstein 2009, 268). It shows that anger does play a pivotal
role in spurring collective action, but it may take until the emotion is destigmatized before
aspects of social movements associated with it are no longer dismissed as irrational.
External support for a movement can contribute to decline by making the anger
harder to maintain, and by manipulating burn out. Support for a movement can be seductive
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in a way. After grassroots organizations face incessant efforts to delegitimize their work and
label individual participants as rabble rousers, outsiders offering assistance is invigorating.
This is especially true if this support is expressed by a President or a sitting head of
government because of the symbolism; when a movement receives approval from a politician
elected by the majority, it feels as if the country is encouraging a movement’s cause. Most
activists are understandably cautious when this approval is given and refuse to endorse
politicians because promises in politics are untrustworthy (especially if they do not appeal to
a certain demographic of voters). If a person wants to be an ally, they have to back up their
statements with actions made in pursuance of a movement’s goals. It is important to draw a
distinction between politicians who want to help and those who make appeasing gestures so
activists will leave them alone.
However, sometimes promises are kept and steps are made that may seem small on
their own, but when grouped together make a gradual difference. It is also significant when
commitments are followed through by other branches of government (e.g. the US Congress
passing the Ryan White Act in 1990, CNN 2016), and from steadfast bureaucrats (e.g. ACT
UP’s demands being met by the scientific establishment). Victories like these are important,
but they must not be mistaken for a total win and this is where activists can stumble. Because
now that support is being given, the anger that fueled this movement is hard to maintain
because it feels like there is nowhere left for it to go.
There are two directions we can expect a social movement to take if it reaches this
point: it can continue to push new allies until all their demands are satisfied and not just
some; or activists begin to take out their anger on each other because there is no one else to
direct that anger towards. That is why in ACT UP’s case, the seismic shift of the federal
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government working to create better AIDS policies also coincided with the movement’s
decline and dissolution. The end of the AIDS movement came gradually, but it is still jarring
to read about on the page because this decline is in stark contrast to a movement as colorful
and uninhibited as ACT UP.
Another reason that support can contribute to decline is because of its relationship to
burn out. Burnout is a low emotional point that emerges in two ways: from a lack of anger
being aroused (which can be attributed to the reasons given above), and from a lack of joy.
The lack of joy can also be attributed to the newfound support and the small victories. Often,
when a movement or revolution succeeds, people can romanticize what that victory will look
like and imagine a grand spectacle with much fanfare as people cheer “We won!!!” However,
if that moment never comes and the small victories seem to plod on, the movement begins to
get bogged down.
With the AIDS epidemic, there was progression from AZT to dual therapy with
Didanosine (ddI) to Highly Active Antiretroviral Therapy (HAART) and eventually the
cocktail drug that lengthened the life of AIDS patients (Hubbard 2012). However, no vaccine
was discovered that eradicated the disease. There was no explosive, joyous fanfare for the
movement to ride on. Moments like these feel almost like a return to square one because
while there may be progress on the surface, there is not enough to root out the problem at its
source. Any actions that may be proposed during this burn-out period are an uphill climb
because now they require twice as much energy to execute. The emotional surge that
motivates a call to action is no longer there.
It should be noted that on the other hand, more external support does not necessarily
always mean an increase in burnout. Sometimes it provides activists with a feeling that they
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can rest. This is something to be wary of as that period of rest can give the false impression
that the work is done. One reason is that with the new assistance, there is less pressure on the
movement. They are no longer the only ones responsible for accomplishing important goals,
and now the workload is spread more evenly. There is less of a sense of urgency than there
was before because there is a feeling that someone else will step in to do the work in a
movement’s stead when it is needed. It is hard to feel anger towards those who are
volunteering to help, but there is no one left to hold officials accountable because the
movement abdicated some of their work. Jasper suggests that political actors can “be
undermined with too great a sense of accomplishment” (Jasper 2011, 147).
Movements often begin because they are discontented with how the political system
is handling a certain issue or crisis. In ACT UP’s case, they were not seeking approval or
assimilation, contrasting in their view with other, more conservative organizations such as
GMHC (Kramer 2003). Yet the work slows and eventually ceases when approval is given
and when the ideas of a movement are absorbed and adopted by the system. This is an
unbelievable situational irony, but it shows what can happen when the emotional core of a
movement disappears.
Anger can also be connected to decline through the failure to do necessary emotion
work (actively working to heighten or suppress a feeling within a movement) because the
anger that was being used to disrupt business as usual in society is now disrupting business as
usual within a movement, causing debate to be shut down and for the movement to be stifled.
This failure happens soon after the opposition to a movement either decreases or disappears.
Another factor that can affect sustainability is changes in the movement’s context (Gould
2009). According to Bernstein (2009), the goals of a movement (e.g. its goals, tactics, etc.)
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should evolve as the political context of the outside world changes. Political changes in the
short term, or even the medium term, will affect forms of collective action. This claim is
supported by Gould’s findings when studying emotions in ACT UP.
Gould argues that emotions change along with the context of a movement, which can
challenge the practices of a movement and make it difficult for a movement to continue. She
emphasizes that most emotion work in a movement is non-strategic and premeditated, but
ACT UP deployed a strategic mobilization of emotions in its emergence. Gould also argues
that ACT UP engaged in emotion work through their protests because they encouraged the
expression of anger. They encouraged it in the art made by Gran Fury, in protests that shut
down public spaces (e.g. their City AIDS Action at the Queens Midtown subway tunnel in
1994, Craig 2008), and especially when using public events to promote their agenda (e.g.
creating a concentration camp float at New York City’s pride parade in 1987 to protest
political commentator William F. Buckley saying AIDS patients should be tattooed, Katz
2004). However, this became difficult to do because as their demands were increasingly met,
it was harder to justify the anger and opposition. There was also no more urgency to fuel
what anger there was left.
When anger can no longer be amplified, what is left can no longer leave a significant
enough mark on the political landscape, and there is a failure to motivate people to engage in
street activism or other expressive forms of protest. If a new and greater opponent were to
emerge, then maybe the anger could be rekindled as a movement experiences its own
renaissance and becomes relevant again; but now that the anger has nowhere to go, it turns
inward and begins to chip away at what is left of the movement.
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If a movement is self-aware, then this deterioration can be avoided or at least
prevented. Anger is internally destructive if there is already discord in the movement, either
due to gatekeeping, a lack of focus, or disagreements on goals. By this time, ACT UP’s
networks were still around, but they cannot be used to explain the decline. What can explain
the decline is effective emotional framing (or the lack thereof). Some of these factors can
again be attributed to not having a common enemy anymore and wondering where to go next.
Yet sometimes this discord is already present in a movement long before it begins to wane.
With ACT UP, there were significant tensions percolating before 12 years of Republican rule.
There was debate among factions (e.g. men vs women, white members vs members of color,
HIV positive members vs HIV negative members, etc.) and arguments rooted in the
organization’s structure (e.g. expanding to broader socio-political topics, etc.). These tensions
come to the forefront as a movement declines, and they are inflamed by what little anger
there is left. The agitation is unable to be put aside for a greater good even while there is still
action to be taken to achieve a common goal.
Two quotations from Jasper also explain the mindset behind activists who wanted to
maintain ACT UP’s original focus. According to Jasper, “Urges can be manipulated so that
we are incapable of doing anything until those urges are satisfied, such as intense pain that
eliminates all other awareness” (Jasper 2011, 147). This urgency was seen in the early years
of ACT UP’s activism; with new diagnoses and increases in deaths, activists could not focus
on anything else until patients got the appropriate treatments. A scarcity mentality emerged
where focusing on any other issue would just be a waste of time. Once the FDA agreed to
decrease the price of AZT by 20%, there was a sense of finality: now that we’ve
accomplished the one thing we set out to do, the work is over. However, Jasper argues that

30

the victories a movement achieves should not diminish their anger and thus prevent a
movement from going forward (Jasper 2011). There was still anger, but it was not directed at
government institutions; it was now internal.
This conflict reflects Gould’s writings on “moralizing” and how it can contribute to a
movement’s decline. Moralizing stems from conflict evoked by the status of participants in
the movement. Status was definitely on display as ACT UP split because those who were
HIV negative were (mostly women) and those who were HIV positive were mostly men.
AIDS was not seen as a women’s issue. But it was not just a split between men and women,
there were also splits between white members and members of color, and also between those
who were in the upper/middle class income bracket and those who were in the lower class
income bracket. This does sound like network theory being used to explain decline, but it is
not. These splits did contribute to the disappearance of some affinity groups within ACT UP,
but there were other affinity groups such as Gran Fury that continued with their work.
Divisions can generate anger, fear, resentment, and betrayal. Left unaddressed, those feelings
can prompt moralizing, which shuts down debate and principle engagement with one another.
According to Gould, “Moralizing finds fertile ground at a moment of impasse, when activists
are politically depressed and grasping for explanations about why their efforts seem futile”
(Gould 2009).
Gould says activists now try to understand why successful actions in the past are not
working in the present (Gould, 2009). This is where the irrational side of anger enters as
activists try to identify the single reason for the movement’s decline, and it is also the
moment where trust among the collective is tested. Goodwin, Jasper, and Polletta argue that
trust is important in a movement not just to achieve cooperation, but also because it helps
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human beings simplify the world. It is a shortcut through which people can better process
information by navigating it as a group (Goodwin et al, 2004).
This is one of the many reasons ACT UP’s affinity groups worked so well. Yet this
trust which has taken a long time to develop can easily be destroyed if time is wasted over
disagreements about how the work should be done. This can cause schisms to emerge within
an organization as individuals form factions. Now as the anger turns inward, the focus of the
movement shifts from away from the collective. Trust also erodes in this moment because the
increase of factions means more hierarchies within a movement, and trust can only grow if
the movement is truly egalitarian. This is where emotional framing of anger is essential to my
argument. Network theory is necessary but not sufficient to explain emergence. It cannot
alone explain emergence, and it has little explanatory power to explain decline.
The case of ACT UP demonstrates that it is best to use a synthetic approach when
studying social movements. Network theory can only partially explain emergence of a
movement, but it explains the decline of a movement less so. ACT UP’s emergence can best
be explained by combining network approaches, for example the pre-existing, urban
networks of LGBTQ communities, with the agentic emotion of anger. These two approaches
blend well together because they help explain the formation of a collective identity and
provide a starting point for framing approaches to try to understand a movement’s emergence
and goals.
When it comes to decline in ACT UP, network approaches cannot be used to explain
decline. It could be inferred that because there is such a dense network of connections and
pre-existing organizations, these structures would be strong enough to keep a movement from
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collapsing, but decline still occurs. Therefore, agentic emotions such as anger and a lack of
emotional framing are the best explanations for decline.
Conclusion
The goal of this thesis is to explain how anger affects the emergence and decline of social
movements through the case of ACT UP. This thesis argues that the emotion assists ACT UP in
its emergence, but can also hasten its decline. In emergence, anger fosters a connection between
network individuals who are united in indignation and disgust. This incites collective action and
catalyzes a movement. Decline occurs once the movement gains support and the anger becomes
harder to maintain and justify, in addition to struggling to respond to routine opposition and
failing to adapt to a changing political context. The result is that the remaining anger turns
inward and hinders a movement, shutting down debate and stopping them from continuing their
work.
The study of emotions in social movements is young, but the research could not be more
relevant in a decade of grassroots movements gaining prominence, such as #BlackLivesMatter.
The #BlackLivesMatter movement is rooted in grief over the police killings of black men and
women, which fueled anger over the loss of lives. It begs the question: at what point does it
become undemocratic or unjust to expect citizens to continue to peacefully acquiesce to repeated
losses? There is a rejection of “respectability politics” or the idea that a subjugated group can
win support by adhering to conventional political standards. While older movements such as
ACT UP may have faltered in achieving their ultimate goals, studying their trajectory is helpful
for today’s movements to learn how to better sustain themselves and continue their actions into
the future.
Studying the AIDS movement, in particular, is also important not just for activism, but
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also for managing moments of crisis in the United States. It is not a proud moment in our
nation’s history, but rather a moment of profound shame. The activists who composed ACT UP
need to be acknowledged for the work they did when the US government and a majority of the
population were unresponsive to their needs. It is my hope that this thesis treats their work with
the respect it deserves.
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Appendix: Gran Fury Art

(Left to right: “AIDS Crisis” 1993, “AIDSGate” 1987, “Enjoy AZT” 1989, “Know Your
Scumbags” 1989, “Men Use Condoms or Beat It” 1993, “Read My Lips” 1988, “Riot” 1989,
“Silence= Death” 1987, “Women Don’t Get AIDS, They Just Die From It” 1991)
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